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country, no such clemency was shown. True, knights also showed
national pride or contempt ; but the positive side of nationality,
the feeling of an obligation towards men of the same country or
language was very little developed. Nevertheless, feudalism has
made a great contribution to the development of modern nation-
hood : Parliament has grown out of the institutions of feudal
society. Feudalism, moreover, fostered the ideals of liberty and
martial honour which have become incorporated in the traditions
of modern nations. It is remarkable that countries such as India,
China- and Turkey, where no feudal nobility of our type has
existed, have developed neither Parliaments nor a modern
national consciousness. On the other hand, Japan, where the
feudal nobility showed many parallels with Western conditions,
was foremost in adopting Western political institutions, civiliza-
tion and nationalism.

2. THE BUILDING OF NATIONAL STATES
The national State has to a very large extent been created
by kings and their supporters, who hardly had much vision of
the results of their policy. The aim of the kings was mainly
the enhancement of their own power, partly for the better fulfil-
ment of their royal duties, and partly for the expansion of their
dominions. It is significant that those kings who took the
decisive steps towards unity were rulers who were inspired by
the ambition to form large Empires, such as Henry II in England
and Philip II Augustus in France, both of whom dreamt of
world-domination. In England and France however the kings
began a policy of expansion on a large scale only after they had
consolidated their power at home,, whereas in Germany the
Emperors neglected or failed to achieve this before seeking to
increase their dominion abroad. This policy resulted in catas-
trophe and in the frustration of national unity for many centuries.
The great divergency between the political traditions and aspira-
tions .of the Germans and the Western nations is largely due to
this difference in their evolution.
The efforts of the kings necessarily conflicted with feudal
interests. It was most important therefore that the Church,
though itself the greatest feudal landowner, usually took the side
of royalty, and fostered the growth of unity. The nobility often
did their utmost to resist any increase in the power of the king,
and sometimes frustrated internal appeasement. In England,
however, the nobility soon began to prefer collective action in